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have taken "to raise so heavy a weight" and I remained crushed by the
enormity of today's problems, complicated even more by a number of
misunderstandings arising from imperfect notions and conventional
judgments on the very elements of the problems. The problems, it
seemed to me, could find a satisfactory solution only after everything
had first been questioned anew. Of every sentence I should have tried
to write in order to fix my thought approximately, there is not a single
word that it would not have been good, beforehand, to define, so that
it should express nothing but what I intended to make it express. The
words country and nationality, for instance, individualism and commu-
nism signify for me (in the lexicon I have made for my own personal
use and in order to find my way in my own thoughts and because, all
the same, thought cannot take shape and become conscious of itself
without the help of words), these words have but the meaning I at-
tribute to them. This is what allows me to reconcile individualism and
communism; and when I write that I am unwilling to recognize as
essentially irreconcilable a "properly understood* communism and a
"properly understood" individualism, I mean: such as I understand
them myself. I must therefore explain how I understand them. It is
certain that I do not see an equalitarian communism, or at least that I
see equality of conditions only at the outset; that for each person it
would imply merely equal chances, but in no wise a uniformity of
qualities, a standardization that I consider at one and the same time
impossible and hardly desirable, for the individual as well as for the
mass. And, likewise, an internationalization of economic interests
would in no wise imply the suppression and ignoring of racial or geo-
graphical peculiarities, the happily irreducible differences among cul-
tures and traditions. The very diversity of the players makes the wealth
and beauty of the symphony, and wishing that all the instruments,
brasses, violins, oboes, or clarinets, produced the same sound would be
as absurd as to think that each instrument would play better if it
broke away from the ensemble of the orchestra and ceased following
the measure. Or, if one prefers another image, I shall speak of the ship
Argo, on which I am willing to believe no one possessed anything of
his own and that a single will, common to all, guided tibe ensemble, but
which would rapidly have gone down if everyone had assumed the
same function.
And since I believe, furthermore, that the personality never asserts
itself more tbgn by renouncing itself, it seems to me that . . . and that
the only ones who can worry about communism are the indecisive per-
sonalities, or those who think they can assert themselves only at the
expense of others.